DOCUMENT RESUME 



ED 432 768 



CS 216 810 



TITLE 

INSTITUTION 

PUB DATE 
NOTE 
PUB TYPE 

EDRS PRICE 
DESCRIPTORS 



IDENTIFIERS 



Report of Student Performance in Writing, 1998-1999. Grades 
4, 7, and 10. North Carolina Testing Program. 

North Carolina State Dept, of Public Instruction, Raleigh. 
Div. of Accountability/Testing. 

1999-07-00 
164p . 

Numerical/Quantitative Data (110) -- Reports - Research 

(143) 

MF01/PC07 Plus Postage. 

Comparative Analysis; Holistic Evaluation; Intermediate 
Grades; Secondary Education; State Programs; Student Writing 
Models; Tables (Data) ; *Writing Achievement; Writing 
Evaluation; Writing Research; Writing Tests 
*North Carolina Statewide Testing Program 



ABSTRACT 



The purpose of this report is to provide information about 
the level of student performance in the area of writing based on results for 
1998-99 from the annual on-demand writing sample of the North Carolina 
Writing Assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10 (English II) . It notes student 
performance increased at grades 4 and 7 when compared to student performance 
in 1997-98, although there was variation in student performance in writing 
among schools and school districts. The first part presents results of 
student performance in writing for grades 4 and 7, and presents state- level 
summary statistics, copies of the grades 4 and 7 sample student responses, 
grade 4 narrative and grade 7 expository composition focused holistic score 
scale, and regional assessment data by LEA (local education agency) 
performance. The second part presents results of grade 10 student 
performance, and presents state-level summary statistics, copies of sample 
student responses, an expository composition focused holistic score scale, a 
conventions analytical score scale, and regional assessment data by LEA 
performance. Contains 48 tables and 12 figures of data; appendixes contain 
student report forms for grades 4 and 7, and a list of charter schools. (RS) 
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Introduction 



The 1 998-99 Report of Student Performance 
in Writing provides information on student 
performance on the North Carolina Writing 
Assessment at grades 4, 7, and 10 

(English II). The annual writing assessment, 
a component of the North Carolina Testing 
Program, is also a component of the ABCs 
Accountability Program at grades 4 and 7 
(growth and performance composites) for 
the 1998-99 school year. Writing at grade 
10 is also included in the ABCs 
Accountability Program beginning with the 
1997-98 school year. The measurement of 
writing in North Carolina and its inclusion 
in the ABCs ensures that writing as a basic 
skill is emphasized in every classroom 
throughout each student’s academic 
experience. Such an emphasis provides each 
student with a solid foundation in written 
communication in preparation for the 
competitive and global marketplace of the 
twenty-first century. 

The writing assessment was first added to 
the North Carolina Testing Program in 
1983-84 to place a greater emphasis on 
writing statewide. Initially, writing was 
measured in grades 6 and 9. In 1985-86, the 
writing assessment at grade 9 was moved to 
grade 8. English II, an end-of-course writing 
assessment that focuses on world literature 
other than literature from the United States 
and Great Britain, was added to the 
statewide testing program in 1991-92. In 
1992-93, the annual assessment of writing 
was expanded again to include the 
measurement of narrative writing at grade 4. 
In response to the reorganization of public 
education in North Carolina and the ABCs, 
in 1995-96 the statewide testing program 
was reduced. The assessment of writing was 
reduced from grades 4, 6, 8, and 10 (English 
II) to grades 4 (narrative), 7 (descriptive or 
expository), and 10 (expository), the grades 



in which writing was assessed in North 
Carolina during the 1 998-99 school year. 

The 1998-99 Report of Student Performance 
in Writing provides a longitudinal, 
comprehensive compendium of student 
achievement in North Carolina in the area of 
writing. The report was generated using 
aggregate student data from North Carolina 
public schools, including charter schools, 
and provides information regarding student 
performance at the state level at each of the 
score points for grades 4, 7, and 10. In 
addition, state-level performance is reported 
by the percentages of students scoring at or 
above 2.5 in grades 4 and 7 and at or above 
3.0 in grade 10, by gender, ethnicity, and 
category of exceptionality. State-level 
results are also reported showing how well 
students are able to apply standard language 
conventions in their writing at grades 4 and 
7 using -i-’s and -’s and in English II using 
an analytical score scale (1 - 3) in the areas 
of sentence formation, usage, mechanics, 
and spelling. Also included in the report are 
results by LEA (stem and leaf) and charts 
providing the percentages of students 
scoring at each of the score points, the 
percentages of students scoring at or above 
2.5 for grades 4 and 7, and the percentages 
of students scoring at or above 3.0 for grade 
10. The specific scoring rubrics and sample 
student essays representing each of the 
focused holistic score points are also 
included in this report. 

The purpose of this report is to provide 
information about the level of student 
performance in the area of writing based on 
results from the annual on-demand writing 
sample of the North Carolina Writing Assess- 
ment at grades 4, 7, and 10 (English II). 
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Grades 4 and 7 



Overview 



Findings 



The North Carolina Assessment of Writing was administered 
statewide on March 2, 1999 to all students in grades 4 and 7. The 
writing assessment at grade 4 measured students’ composing skills 
in the narrative mode while the assessment at grade 7 measured the 
expository mode. Student essays at both grades were scored using a 
four-point scale. 

Student performance in writing increased this year at grades 4 and 7 
when compared to student performance in 1997-98. Although scores 
improved statewide at both grades, there was variation in student 
performance in writing among schools and school districts. 

At grade 4, approximately 55.2 percent of all students tested 
statewide achieved a score of 2.5 or greater (the standard) compared 
to 51.7 percent in 1997-98. At grade 4, the percent of students 
achieving 2.5 or greater increased by 3.5 percentage points. Overall, 
student performance in writing statewide at grade 4 has shown a 
substantial increase since the assessment began in 1992-93 (see 
Figure 1, page 13). 

At grade 7, approximately 70.3 percent of all students tested 
statewide achieved a score of 2.5 or greater (the standard) compared 
to 62.5 percent in 1997-98. At grade 7, the percent of students 
achieving 2.5 or greater increased by 7.8 percentage points. This is 
the fourth year of the writing assessment at grade 7, and this year's 
performance showed an increase over the three previous years (see 
Figure 2, page 13). 

Across both grades, higher percentages of female students than male 
students received the top writing scores. 

At grade 4, generally, a somewhat greater percentage of White 
students (61.2%) achieved a score of 2.5 or higher, followed by the 
percentage of Asian students (59.9%), Multi-racial students (54.7%), 
Other students (52.5%), American Indian students (50.6%), Hispanic 
students (46.8%), and Black students (43.2%). 

At grade 7, the proportion of Asian students (76.5%) receiving 
higher writing scores was slightly greater than the proportion of 
White students (76.1%). Multi-racial students (70.2%) had the next 
largest proportion receiving higher scores, followed by the 
proportions of American Indian students (62.8%), Other students 
(61.3%), Hispanic students (61.1%), and Black students (58.3%). 

While schools are diligently preparing students to meet more 
rigorous academic standards in reading, mathematics, and writing. 
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there are still disparities in performance among students, classrooms, 
and ethnic groups. 

• Our continuing challenge is to emphasize and focus more on 
communication skills in the classroom. Whether oral, visual, or 
written, effective communication skills are the results of active 
learning and frequent use of higher level thinking skills. The State 
Board of Education has reaffirmed its belief that writing is a basic 
skill that must continue to be emphasized in every classroom by 
including the assessment of writing as a component of the ABCs 
accountability program. 

• Table 1 on page 14 depicts percentages of students in the state 
scoring at or above the standard of 2.5 at grades 4 and 7 for the 1997, 
1998, and 1999 school years. A disaggregation by ethnicity and 
gender is also provided. 

• The annual writing assessment, a component of the North Carolina 
Testing Program, is a state-mandated assessment of student 
performance in writing at grades 4 and 7. 

• The writing assessment was added to the North Carolina Testing 
Program in 1983-84 to place a greater emphasis on writing statewide. 

The revised North Carolina Standard Course of Study (SCS) 
emphasizes writing as a basic skill that can be improved with 
appropriate emphasis. The measurement of writing ensures that 
ample time and resources are allotted for its development in the 
classroom. 



How is the 
Writing 
Assessment 
administered? 



How are scores 
reported? 



• The writing assessment measures students’ skills in three different 
modes of writing. Students in grade 4 are asked to write a narrative 
composition (personal or imaginative), and students in grade 7 are 
asked to write either an expository (clarification or point-of-view) or 
descriptive composition. 

• On the day of testing the teacher removes from a sealed envelope 
individual copies of a writing prompt. At each grade the writing 
prompt provides instructions that set forth the task. Each student has 
fifty minutes to write a composition in response to the prompt. 
Scheduled extended time may be allotted to students with special 
needs and students with limited language proficiency, if appropriate. 

• The prompt requires students to apply their knowledge and skills in 
language to demonstrate their ability to communicate information in 
writing. In response to the prompt, students in grade 4 must write a 
short story from something they have experienced, read, or imagined. 
At grade 7, students are required to write a composition to 
explain/clarify a situation/position or describe a place or object. 

• Each year students’ scored compositions, student and classroom 
scores, and scoring guides are returned to all fourth and seventh grade 
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teachers several weeks after scoring. Teachers are encouraged to use 
the scoring guides along with the student essays to acquire a better 
understanding of the scoring criteria and to interpret scores to students 
and parents. 

• Each year summary scores are returned to each school and school 
system in the state. 

• The expected standard for writing at grades 4 and 7 is the mid-point 
score of 2.5 or above on a four-point scale. This standard represents 
an achievable level and quality of writing that can be reached with 
effective instruction. 

• By achieving a score of 2.5 or above, a student has demonstrated a 
reasonable command of the particular mode of writing assessed. 

• The score of 2.5 is the current grade level standard that is also 
reported as the accountability indicator. 

• Each student composition is scored by two independent readers. Each 
reader assigns either a 1, 2, 3, 4, or Non-Scorable. For essays where 
the two scores are discrepant by a single score point, a mid-point 
score is assigned to the student’s composition. For example, a student 
may receive a 2.5 as a score. 



There were 96,649 fourth grade public school student papers which were scored by two readers 
and rescored by the scoring director if the readers differed by more than one point on the four- 
point scale. The agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 2. 

Table 2 

Fourth Grade Reader Agreement Status 

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent A greement 

School Papers Percent Percent 

96,649 72.8 27.1 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 



Resolution Required 
Percent 
less than 0.1 
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There were 90,921 seventh grade public school student papers which were scored by two readers 
and rescored if the readers differed by more than one point on the four-point scale. The 
agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 3. 

Table 3 

Seventh Grade Reader Agreement Status 

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

90,921 79.7 20.2 0.1 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 



• The assigned score point reflects each student’s performance with 
respect to a set of predetermined criteria for each score point (focused 
holistic scoring). The score points define the student’s command of 
the mode of writing required. A generic score scale follows that 
would go across modes and grades: 

• NS = Student response is not readable or composition is otherwise 

unscorable. 

• 1 = Student response exhibits a lack of command of the mode 

of writing. 

• 2 = Student response exhibits a weak command of the mode of 

writing. 

• 3 = Student response exhibits a reasonable command of the 

mode of writing. 

• 4 = Student response exhibits a strong command of the mode of 

writing. 

• The quality of each composition is determined by considering the 
following characteristics: (1) main idea, (2) supportive details, (3) 
organization, and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score is assigned 
to each student’s paper based on these characteristics. 

• In general, responses that fall within the lower score-point range (1 
and 2) of the score scale are those that, while they identified a main 
idea, failed to or just met the minimum criteria for supporting details. 
This is due to a loss of focus, listing of details, or a vagueness in word 
choice. In these cases, characteristics of organization and coherence 
are rarely a factor in determining a student’s overall score. As a rule, 
only those students who elaborate such that they demonstrate facility 
in all or most of the four characteristics achieved higher score-point 
values (3 and 4). 

• A second, independent score evaluates the student’s performance with 
respect to the usage of standard English conventions (i.e., grammar, 
spelling, usage, and sentenbe formation). This score is reported as a 
“+” or The “+” paper exhibits an acceptable level of skills in 
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sentence formation, usage, and mechanics; the paper does not 
exhibit an acceptable level. 

• Each year that a mode of writing is repeated, the same scoring criteria 
and score point scale or standards are used as were used in previous 
years. However, the scoring guides are tailored to fit a particular 
prompt and the anchor papers (i.e., papers used to exemplify score 
point standards) are selected to correspond to the prompt administered 
for a given year. 

• Students in the fourth grade were asked to write a personal narrative 
composition in response to the following prompt: 

Think about a time when something happened that made you very 
happy. Write a story about what happened that made you very 
happy. 

• Readers scored 96,649 public school essays for grade four. The 
scores show that 55.2 percent of the fourth graders wrote well enough 
to score at or above the standard of 2.5. This represents an increase 
of 3.5 percentage points from the 51.7 percent who achieved this 
level in 1997-98. About 5.5 percent of the fourth graders received the 
highest scores of 3.5 and 4.0 in comparison to 4.1 percent last year, 
and 3.0 percent received the lowest scores of 1.0 and 1.5 compared to 
5.8 percent in 1997-98. Less than one percent (0.1) of the papers had 
problems which made them non-scorable. 

• For conventions, 35.6 percent of fourth-graders received a double-plus 
(+ +) rating in comparison to 68.7 percent in 1997-98, while 32.7 
percent obtained a plus-minus rating (+ -) in comparison to 22.2 
percent last year. About 31.7 percent were assigned a double-minus 

rating ( ). In 1997-98, 9.1 percent of fourth-graders received a 

double-minus rating. 

• Figures 3 and 4 on pages 15 and 16 depict the distribution of 
narrative composition scores for grade four across the years of 
administration (see also Table 4, page 1 7). 

• Gender. Approximately 61 .9 percent of the female students scored at 
or above the standard of 2.5 compared to 48.4 percent for male 
students. 

• Ethnicity. About 61.2 percent of White students scored at or above 
2.5 compared to 59.9 percent of the Asian students, 54.7 percent of 
Multi-racial students, 52.5 percent of Other students, 50.6 percent of 
American Indian students, 46.8 percent of Hispanic students, and 43.2 
percent of Black students (see also Figure 5, page 1 8). 
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• Table 1 on page 14 shows the percentages of students at or above the 
standard of 2.5 for each subgroup. 

• Table 5 on page 19 shows the percentages of students at each score 
point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 

• At grade 4, scores increased compared to student performance in 
1997-98. Students appeared to have little problem responding to the 
prompt and they wrote stories that were focused on a time when they 
were happy. However, one weakness in students' essays that 
prevented them from moving into the top score points was the same 
seen last year. The structure of the essays dominated the content. In 
other words, students spent a portion of their essays explaining to the 
reader how they were going to tell their stories, rather than actually 
telling them. The reader was cued throughout as to what the students 
were going to say, leaving little time for the action of the story. The 
issue is two-fold: the structure became the content and there was very 
little actual narrative or action. Three other problems seen in grade 4 
essays were the listing of details instead of actual elaboration; failing 
to make elaboration relevant or linked to the action of the story; and 
lapsing into pure description. Where the description could be made 
relevant to the action of the story, credit was given, but in some 
instances the description was considered irrelevant information. 
Whether a narrative is personal or imaginative, the student must be 
aware of the need for a beginning, middle, and end and then focus on 
the story by offering relevant supporting details. A narrative is 
action, and it must progress. 

• At grade 4, the language conventions scores dropped significantly 
when compared to the previous year. It appears that when the 
instructional focus is placed on the development and perfection of 
composing skills and the development and presentation of ideas, less 
emphasis is placed on the appropriate use of Standard English 
conventions (grammar, spelling, usage, and sentence formation). 
When this happens students tend to achieve higher focused holistic 
scores but lower convention scores. It appears that a greater emphasis 
needs to be placed on helping students to achieve a balance when 
deploying skills in the area of writing. 

• Seventh graders were asked to write a well-organized expository 
composition on the topic below. 

Think about your favorite day of the week. Name your favorite day of 
the week and explain why it is your favorite. 

• The 1998-99 school year is the fourth year that the writing test has 
been administered in grade seven. The readers scored 90,921 seventh- 
grade descriptive compositions. The scores showed that 70.3 percent 
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of the seventh graders wrote well enough to score at or above the 2.5 
standard compared to 62.5 percent who scored at this level on a 
descriptive composition in 1997-98. About 8.6 percent of the seventh 
graders scored 4.0 and 3.5 while 10.7 percent of seventh graders 
obtained these scores in 1997-98. About 3.7 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5 
this year, and 9.8 percent received these scores in 1997-98. Less than 
one percent of the papers had problems which made them non- 
scorable. 

• About 77.5 percent of seventh graders were assigned a double-plus 
(+ +) for their use of standard English conventions, and 93.0 percent 
of the students received the same rating in 1997-98. The plus-minus 
rating (+ -) was assigned to 15.5 percent of the papers in comparison 
to 4.8 percent in 1997-98. Almost 7 percent were rated with the 

minus-minus ( ). In 1997-98 about 2.2 percent of seventh grade 

students received the same rating. 

• Figures 6 and 7 on page 15 and 20 depict the distribution of grade 7 
composition scores across the years of administration (see also Table 
6, page 21). 

• Gender. Approximately 77.3 percent of the female students scored at 
or above the standard (2.5) compared to 63.6 percent of the males. 

• Ethnicity. About 76.5 percent of the Asian students scored at or above 
the standard of 2.5 compared to 76.1 percent of the White students, 
70.2 percent for Multi-racial students, 62.8 percent of the American 
Indian students, 61.3 percent of the Other students, 61.1 percent of the 
Hispanic students, and 58.3 percent of the Black students (see Figure 
8, page 1 8). 

• Table 1 on page 14 shows the percentages of students at or above the 
standard of 2.5 for each subgroup. 

• Table 5 on page 19 shows the percentages of students at each score 
point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 

• At grade 7, scores increased compared to student performance in 
1997-98. Students did not appear to have problems responding to the 
prompt and were able to select a day of the week, provide clear, 
relevant reasons for their choice, and elaborate effectively as to why 
the day selected was their favorite day. However, one major problem 
observed in the essays was the breakdown of internal organization 
within the paragraphs. While the essays were externally organized by 
paragraphs and reasons, the progression often broke down within the 
paragraphs leading to some ideas appearing to be unrelated. This 
quality often caused essays to be scored a "3" rather than a "4." Also, 
repetition of the introductory and concluding paragraphs often 
contributed to a lower score. 
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• At grade 7, the language conventions scores dropped significantly 
when compared to the previous year. It appears that when the 
instructional focus is placed on the development and perfection of 
composing skills and the development and presentation of ideas, less 
emphasis is placed on the appropriate use of Standard English 
conventions (grammar, spelling, usage, and sentence formation). 
When this happens students tend to achieve higher focused holistic 
scores but lower convention scores. It appears that a greater emphasis 
needs to be placed on helping students to achieve a balance when 
deploying skills in the area of writing. 
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State-Level Summary Statistics 



The following charts provide state-level summary statistics. The number tested at each grade 
level and the percentage of students scoring at each of the focused holistic score point values are 
provided. Longitudinal data of performance by gender and ethnicity, the performance of students 
with exceptionalities, and the performance of students identified as Limited English Proficient 
are also provided. The percent of students achieving the accountability standard of 2.5 is 
provided for all categories. 
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Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
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Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
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Table 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1996-97 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 2.5 
Grades 4 and 7 
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Notes: 

- For 1996-97 through 1998-99 data, the Accountability Standard formula is the percent of students scoring at or above 2.5 (i.e., the sum of students 

scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested). 

- Due to rounding, some categories may not sum to 100%. 

- Percent of students is based on the number of students in fourth grade. Percentages at grade seven are similar. 



Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores 
Grade 4 
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Figure 6. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1998-99 
Distribution of Writing Scores 
Grade 7 
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Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores 
Grade 4 
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Figure 7. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1995-96 to 1998-99 
Distribution of Writing Scores 
Grade 7 






Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Distribution of Narrative Writing Scores Across Years 

Grade 4 
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Figure 5. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1997-98 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
Grade 4 by Ethnicity 
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Figure 8. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual Writing Assessment, 1997-98 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 2.5 
Grade 7 by Ethnicity 
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Notes: *No scores are reported for groups with fewer than thirty students. 

’Percent for "Not Exceptional" through "Other Exceptional Classifications" is based on the sum of the students in those categories. Percent for "Limited English Proficient" is based on the number tested in the 
"All Students" category. 

The exceptional categories may not sum to "All Students" because some students did not indicate whether or not they were classified exceptional. 



1998-99 



North Carolina 
Writing Assessment 
Grades 4 and 7 

Copies of the Grades 4 and 7 Sample Student Responses 



The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from grades 4 and 7. The score 
point for each response and an annotation explaining the score are provided on each composition. 



Grade 4 
Narrative 
Composition 
Focused Holistic 
Score Scale 



Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a strong command of narrative 
writing. The response is focused and has an effective sequencing of 
events and a clear progression of ideas. The writer provides specific, 
relevant details to support ideas. The composition is unified and well 
elaborated. The writer’s organization provides a clear strategy or 
controlled plan; the composition progresses logically and has a sense of 
overall completeness. 

Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of 
narrative writing. The response is focused and establishes progression 
of ideas and events although minor lapses in focus and progression may 
be present. The composition contains elaboration and support in the 
form of specific details. The composition may have minor weaknesses 
in coherence. The writer’s organization provides a reasonable sense of 
logical progression and overall completeness. 

Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of narrative 
writing. The response exhibits some progression of ideas and events 
and provides some elaboration and support. The elaboration is relevant 
but may be flawed. The composition may not be evenly elaborated, 
having a list-like quality with concrete supporting details. The 
composition may have little connection between a controlling idea and 
supporting details relevant to development. 

Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of narrative 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has read the prompt and 
attempted to respond to it. The writer may attempt to support ideas, but 
there may be no sense of strategy or control, or the writer may exhibit 
skeletal control but the response is too sparse to be scored higher than a 
“1.” The response may not sustain focus on the topic, may lack clarity, 
and/or may have an inappropriate strategy. 

NS - This code may be used for compositions that are entirely illegible 
or otherwise unscorable: blank responses, responses written in a foreign 
language, restatement of the prompt, and responses that are off topic or 
incoherent. The Scoring Director must give permission for the use of 
“NS.” 
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Write the final copy of your story here. 



TW. +h,Y\C\ VK ffh moke5 LS 


rf\\s Utor.il . hf. _£ 


pptid alOT p£ Vi tori jf. LUlih 


iA^..And som&4'irAy’. K 


X p. \o\<t we. -Vo 


ifllnr-eAl-le. Krlnck me- 


64(Apf i;jWnevec K 




rJoOj nil cm. AioU Somm-fi/w 


toe. tolnv loAaskprloai. 


^sp-locAl , Aoo'Hoall 


Ack\/ ia^v/ n i:0 i^vVclo AM. 


OkZ SWegd- 


Ti/VVicc -kkie Wsk cause uuu n beaP_ 


eacH o\Vi 



Score Point 1: 

The response exhibits a lack of command of narrative writing. The writer has seen the prompt and attempted 
to respond (“. . . thing that makes me happy is . . However, the ideas and events are presented in random 
fashion with no narrative strategy. In addition, the response is too sparse to be scored higher than a “ 1 .” 



O 

ERIC 



2536 



Write the final copy of your story here. 

On Vr\AnfM VjJj^eAecnjth o>4 : 7 *Q OpQi 


\Y\ (J Ma ri\ C Q.r*\C -from "Tg v\ 6 ^ 


take U o A - \4' AoQ — u> i*t \n h&Y* . 


K*Cr\a knn &e>U\tlr\ fuLil — &X Vt razors 


AYyrl X 1 jJ*4cheJ TI ]/ L // 12**00 


r\k niqh+\ t r\eX */ Aa 0 T h)er\^r 


Du A s\A* & m i4-Wt KnultL,* lVnen 


\Ar i.l a ^ Ihmcfi + Am £ X AA<L -hi q n 


\y\.i JViehi X qcAc t>r\ kn ti La ItL 


C v* i i jYWi Al/vm Ka J qrt q n J /? 


her . "^Th^n i" — 3- 


bJp o 4*>* Oe had <3Lfr\A 


han £>i »-/?r\ # . fi-Pier- •/'fn/ah o- b ^ va-~V — 3 — h Qia r 5 — _ 


jp^sh n.Y\A CD e. h/a/t — in f d ^ — 


On 5 un fi/2 fj Klr\ £ rVlom 1 <tt — &t _T 


A rt\ n^r\A \Ar • ItyolV ci “ho SclLj qoe£* 


Uue K^r- X G p cr\^ cl^ 


ph ole. Peg l^ena LQ i H> h fr . 



Score Point 2: 

The response exhibits a weak command of narrative writing. The response exhibits some progression of ideas 
and events (“. . . The next day . . . When I got in . . . after about 2 hours . . . After that . . but the events are 
presented in a list-like fashion. Supporting details are not always relevant and selective and do not contribute 
to the narrative strategy (“. . . goldish brown fur and brown eyes . . .we had steak and macaroni.”). 



BESTCOPY AVAILABLE 
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Write the final copy of your story here. 

[)y?P Any JjTutaS lcn^iV» J-liyw.ab a /Ylo aa'7’i'hfSS- 


( fix in(-t~\/ lA)#-Prd\/* 4^" 1 5 /ip 4Lo-\r^t\ C ^kh~h^Y 


jg Sk Vr.^7s. fuT^IgA. 


/W./ioa \-h AZ -bH /lerMa'brnKHicL 1 \kk Ao-eyrkH ik e #» 


/ T 1 A VT. . " ' 

Club, jhfi S'atfL Since Von !ol/e fohc, So Sluck utrlL TToc,'f>9? 


Vau A> u\i } So nhe ri a i/ w/ <£hi- -Ar. /PI onPV 4^1? i’cA ^ 


Ud/are CoUld h 4 Al&nh>*-' ffelOc ’Ah CLlL* Wf fcW 


Pirrl—^P^rl ~hb /Vlrto-e. y obf' OV) Si\V)uQ )/ Hn£. S?2 £iAl — 


fz/h? nv\ Suhda \/A IzWrv ^T^p/Aa V qid-2lO£La^ALz 


wih-bHe Ani.'ikrJr atnft S’-e'rC x fohsriy sdc/fH b*rk &rn, 


-f-lt-p An riuK. Ha i-tf-ws M-eWr' &dl~- Mh* » Ltidfedo l&±£]dll 


qcA iV- /rL'f-hz /tih'l / //X\S So (dn£tt ^ — 


AriDpyifdAhp Ho/ 1/a o^. JZL a bMv\Ch cA Sfrii^/ Th^ 


Varknru> C^-kiMs/l ! tfvdoQrQpflAA pi'A \ a/& <Ar f&b*L } 0 ftd rbql$£> 


1 'hcliApA ft /yfc/n hertjiAiO A?pLuZrrA'k> a /^k/rlAerPh ( 22 JajoAjM±\. 


/;*/■/> Ivw^- n Q /W 'Tbp fbhs, ffryi^u). Whttx 3~ 3 ^ ■■ M 


+Afe T h)as so, 3o .31 ///£ rhtbs ‘L/OO 


handr-fi/S&z . ff\\/ Afn/rd. nfas 9o yicnjl. 


hod ■/fs 4-ctIfi* $!/&£' T^/C AcJZ} c>ol OKi A S/ 701 /J dhiS. 


' An /Ylx/Aby m A c and A) i ✓ Ap<*ckp/~< - /4 €<X{p>l£ A <{y 2 


Arf)lctA^ ^olZonl-ZIlAkii&A (4-Ho /to\s 'fiy-rehrls Ahf^J. — 


\*)erx> Ho'/'Az-pr/W kpCou<?a / //Ar>n) -^/oy^rj ok qq . d&h 


T <?Li^W '4-~ik/frt;+T>qtVer~ //!r%^ . md / 't'/erl 


q lr^. ^ Iddjme. d& SmU} keir- A cjpp^ /n^ 


. . • Yn rS* -hhtunlrd- /‘A Ky/ ^\'r~ _ 


[iPdOLiA Cj? J\fiy — /lAAtA <*/)&§ %(%2> A^-T 


Showed if-f-a /firs. :_^i / 5c>4 
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^ V^/o/P- 




Score Point 3: 

This response exhibits a reasonable command of narrative writing. The response is focused on joining Reba 
McEntire’s Fan Club and establishes a progression of events (“One day I was looking ... So one day . . . 
When I opened the package . . . When I saw all of this ... A couple of days later . . . After lunch ... On my 
way home . . .”). The response has a clear and engaging beginning with a weak and rather list-like ending, 
nevertheless, giving it a reasonable sense of overall completeness. Supportive details are present and relevant 
to the main idea. 
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Write the final copy of your story here. $)cr 



QtUL O? TTAA^yrn/Ul 




rJL QlOTAJkfrrfyL . 



r/ jura* />rzy; Q2M ZTL as&i 



/jfl jjrtMk 



dP^rn. vX JUJOA, J &l£ — Xrr nsA - 



t. LaL 

_AJaA?Jt. j A», 



oIlZL J 2&1 MeL p*2ff-L 

c* A/rrO ‘ d/frsyrt J/yzrf ) . A/h AinU — — ^s^Jr^L 1/t^C 



[ Ay" <*L. ^ — 1 r " ~ —jj * / 

-■urtykhi ^LLt* MLe± z 0 2&. r-g merU/jMl — 
aAo Has! V rt_/ma. As * tfhrt**™ • -MML 



TH 



q ad. fl/rrskoA Ml 



jil k> cis^si . cl g&JZXL. CLZkKL — J- oI^lsS&CL. ^ /C^ 

Z_ "Wlsit A n/Jh&L M &* 





%l 2 atrtL^ 



ur MdbAm^ 



?"kJL . hsu/L , 






c)Mj 



Qui. - rxjrf 



rLstU>zA^^l^A 



_jArf/ydt jg Adko, xW ^J Js£&LL &U£l ^d^AML 



-jA&xiL ~tfj? \Ih3 !L QaaJ. ca^ .jdhdL 



yJL Jjroh^L dzn ^yr^Jt jyr/r^L *: . /■' 

Jr CL ^ /hQ/A 'fsr CA$P- crjL AQjL — crt.0\$)T>. — -^~\^JILP/>^Aa 



£z±aJ± IuZ&££L. 




Jr Oh (hnjt± 



Q^jUJA 



\ J Jr IVy i \L 'j ft { _ xuf / v — r *— ■ — g 

l ml nr n^>yi<^ CL rv\0sLf u/y>\ ^ A2Q?JpL . — wsryJ/wiQ £ 



~K/Y\ 



As: CL ^ Wf- If ■ ■■ % I ^/ * . j 

'rk..K0-z. njgj o aiumh 'l Ar u S' , ‘ s ^ A 0£&i2L 

M,rrj/ih . v Q flrtrrf: r-lftWh . !YTl. 



-JJJTXJi cl 



CJMmJL oltrrjm 




ujtr&'di. AairrH/l, d 







/loijyyuA 



To/ (kdfajz. 



tL YTAao -^r dQ&kti**. 



VV IhAYTl . r^/ p /f?»yg> Jsrcr b nA > ^JL tyffc: 

r/ -^iW C 



■/// 




QJ&Z21L A/vdsr jJ^Z2^ 



o 
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40 BEST COPY AVAILABLE 





Utfp-O Yrfisif. 


r JL ^Jk/mdrL QrLr cl /nbrnf i<r& i -Per rX. 


jfauS cLT /rcTTe 


OYIJL. x~ Q-* -Jj ml — /frxftsLk 


Jmna (h£a/d‘. . 'WjL /th'jltc J?rt£dh4ed& l asti^L. — 


;/$&n r ^ rK- nn&syn&< 


-JnM tx. PCjr. 


)J V V 

/V) A/yr\ 0 A ' 


'iiAAMAJlliJ- Ujt M7ZQ cl 4£2xL-01&2m*— 


£L> r Y Std&yfl JIYC niftOs^pJ* -JTPJ^T nr£ 




rwv/ rti2- AA 


^> P fe vT 


jumL jftcnJJAJL. r/-_v/»A -gar Majspm* 



Score Point 4: 

The response exhibits a strong command of narrative writing. The response is focused on the Christmas 
present of the guinea pig with a logical sequencing of events (“One Christmas morning . . . I got out of bed 
... A few minutes later . . . While I was thinking ... So then we opened the rest . . .”) that is furthered by the 
effective use of dialogue. The composition is unified, controlled, and specific. Relevant details are used to 
support ideas. 
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Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and has provided 
specific, relevant reasons and details to support reasons as a means of 
elaboration. The writer’s organization provides a clear strategy or 
controlled plan with a clear sense of logical progression and overall 
completeness. The composition is coherent. 

Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and given reasons to 
support the main idea. Some responses contain a few well-elaborated 
reasons or more reasons with less elaboration. The writer’s organization 
provides a reasonable sense of logical progression. The response is 
generally coherent and complete overall, although minor weaknesses are 
present. 

Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of expository 
writing. The writer has focused on the subject matter and given at least one 
or two reasons or else a list of reasons with little or no elaboration. These 
responses may be poorly organized and may not establish a logical 
progression, but some sense of strategy exists. Some responses introduce 
reasons and ideas which are not explained or related to the subject matter, 
causing the reader to have to make inferences. 

Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen and attempted to respond 
to the prompt. However, the response may not sustain focus on the topic. 
The writer may attempt to support ideas, but there may be no sense of 
strategy or control. Many responses exhibit skeletal control but may be too 
sparse to be scored higher than a “1 .” 

NS - This code may be used for compositions that are entirely illegible or 
otherwise unscorable: blank responses, responses written in a foreign 
language, restatements of the prompt, and responses that are off topic or 
incoherent. The Scoring Director must give permission for the use of “NS.” 



Grade 7 

Expository 

Composition 

Focused 

Holistic Score 

Scale 
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Write the final copy of your paper here. 
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Score Point 1 : 

The writer identifies a favorite day (Friday) and has given a few bare reasons with little or no elaboration. 
There is no sense of strategy or control. 
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Score Point 2: 

The writer identifies a favorite day of the week (Friday). The response provides a list of reasons with some 
elaboration for each. A sense of strategy exists, with a beginning, middle, and end to the paper. Various 
reasons are presented in separate paragraphs. 
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Score Point 3: 

The writer identifies a favorite day of the week (Saturday). The response provides three well-established 
reasons (“, . . there is no school, I get to go on small trips and it is a day to have fun. ). The writer s 
organization provides a reasonable sense of logical progression, with the three reasons established in the first 
paragraph and then elaborated on in the following paragraphs. 
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Score Point 4: 

The writer identifies a favorite day of the week (Saturday). The response provides specific, relevant, reasons 
_ _ don’t have to go to school. . . . get to sleep late. . . . do things that I can t on the other days . . . ) and 
details to support reasons. The composition is coherent and complete within each paragraph and throughout 
the paper overall. 
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1998-99 



North Carolina 
Writing Assessment 
Grades 4 and 7 

Regional by LEA Performance 



Tables 7 through 12 provide the number of students tested, percentage of students at each score 
point, and the percentage scoring at or above the standard of 2.5 for each of the LEAs by region 
(former six Technical Assistance Centers configurations). Performance by ethnicity is also 
provided for each LEA. 
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Table 7. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99, Grade 4, 
Narrative Prompt, Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 



State 



PCT 



1999 LEA Performance 



1999 State 

1995 State 
1996, 1998 State 



1997 State 



1 994 State 



1 993 State 






92 

87 

74 

73 

71 

70 

69 

68 

67 

66 

65 

64 

63 

62 

61 

60 

59 

58 

57 

56 

55 

54 

53 

52 

51 

50 

49 

48 

47 

46 

45 

44 

43 

41 
40 
39 
. 38 
37 
34 
33 
30 
29 

27 

26 

25 

23 

22 

20 

19 

18 

17 

16 

13 

ill 



9 
0 



Brevard Academy” 

Magellan** 

Transylvania 

Cherokee 

Bridges** 

Avery 

Whiteville City 

Clay, Francine Delany**, Roanoke Rapids City 
Cabarrus, Chapel Hill-Carrboro City, Haywood 
Surry 
Watauga 

Buncombe, Duplin, Kings Mountain City, Union 
Gaston, Guilford, Henderson, Tiller School** 

Dare, Elkin City, Swain, Wake, Wilson 
Davie, Pender 

Halifax, Macon, Mount Airy City 
Ashe, Burke, Jackson, Moore 

Alexander, Kannapolis City, Northampton, Polk, Scotland, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
Catawba, Mooresville City, Turning Point**, Wilkes 

Chatham, Cumberland, Iredell-Statesville, Johnston, Mitchell, Orange Co. Charter** 

Arapahoe**, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Craven, Davidson, New Hanover, Onslow, Randolph, Wayne, Yancey 
Caldwell, Rockingham 

Graham, Montgomery, Newton Conover City, Rutherford, Stanly, Tyrrell, Vance 
Columbus, Franklin, Lincoln, Nash-Rocky Mount, Person 
Bladen, Hoke, McDowell, Pamlico, Yadkin 

Alleghany, Asheville City, Granville, Orange, Robeson, Rowan-Salisbury, Sampson 
Asheboro City, Camden, Caswell, Charter Public**, Cleveland, Clinton City, Pitt 
Anson, Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 

Brunswick, Carteret, Gates, Lenoir, Richmond, Shelby City, Stokes, Warren 
Beaufort, Harnett 
Alamance-Burlington, Lee 

Currituck, Franklin Academy**, Summit Charter** 

East Wake Academy**, Eden ton/Chowan, Edgecombe, Hertford, Lexington City 
Bertie 

Greene, Lincoln Charter** 

Durham, Martin, Perquimans 
Hickory City, Weldon City 
Thomasville City 

C.G. Woodson**, Jones, Madison 
S B. Howard** 

Community Charter** 

Washington 
Maureen Joy** 

The Learning Center** 

Sterling Montessori** 

Village Charter** 

River Mill Charter** 

Chatham Charter**, Sparc Academy** 

ABCS** 

Englemann** 

Hyde 

Phase Academy** 

VlBflght Horizons*.* 

* |“ . h<! j ' .] 

ICarter Community** 

[Children’s Village Academy** 

[Grandfather Academy** 



'klotes: A narrative wmrng prompt was aSministered each year. I he percent ol students scoring 2. a or better is determined by using the Accountability standard formula, 
which is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested, rounded to the nearest whole number. 

♦Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 

o a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Table 8. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99, Grade 7, 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above 2.5, by LEA 



State 



PCT 



1999 LEA Performance 



1999 State 



1 998 State 



1 996 State 



1997 State 



100 

97 

92 

91 

90 

89 

88 

85 

84 

83 

82 

81 

80 

79 

78 

77 

76 

75 

74 

73 

72 

71 

70 

69 

68 

67 

66 

65 

64 

63 

62 

61 

60 

59 

58 

57 

55 

54 

53 

52 

51 

50 

49 

47 

45 

44 

43 

40 

30 

29 

22 

17 

14 



[Sterling Montessori*' 
[Magellan** 

| Dare 

[Transylvania 
[Summit Charter** 
[Bridges**, Exploris* 
■ Lake Norman** 



, Watauga 



[Clinton City 
[Polk, Surry 

[Cherokee, East Wake Academy**, lredell-Statesville 
[Avery, Whiteville City 

[Ashe, Caswell, Gaston, Graham, Roanoke Rapids City 
[Burke, Carteret, Davie, Elkin City, Henderson, Yadkin 
[c.G. Woodson**, Swain 

[Cabarrus, Catawba, Kings Mountain City, Pamlico, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 
[Brunswick, Chapel Hill-Canboro City 
[Asheville City, Caldwell, Guilford, Moore, Rutherford 
[Alamance-Burlington, Anson, Haywood, Lee, Martin 

lAsheboro City, Buncombe, Cumberland, Halifax, Jackson, Rockingham, Wayne 

[New Hanover, Wake, Yancey 

[Hickory City, Person, Union, Village Charter** 

[Lincoln, Orange, Scotland 

[Arapahoe**, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Currituck, Davidson, Duplin, MAST**, Wilson 

Ichatham, Clay, Cleveland, Granville, Macon, Montgomery, Nash-Rocky Mount, Pender, Richmond, Sampson, Stanly 
[Elizabeth City/Pasquotank, Randolph, River Mill Charter** 

[Alleghany 
| Rowan -Salisbury 

[Bertie, Johnston, Jones, Mount Airy City, Northampton, Shelby City, Washington 
[Downtown Middle**, Kannapolis City, McDowell, Robeson, The Learning Center** 

[Beaufort, Brevard Academy**, Columbus, Newton ConoveT City, Tyrrell 

[Bladen 

[Pitt, Stokes 

[Alexander, Craven, Mitchell 
[Hoke, lmani Institute**, Wilkes 
|Lenoir 

[carter Community**, Gates, Mooresville City 

[Edenton/Chowan, Madison, Vance 
[Onslow 

[Camden, Franklin, Harnett 
[Edgecombe, Weldon City 
|Durham 

[Chatham Charter**, Perquimans 
[Lexington City 

[Hertford, Hyde, Kestrel Heights** 

[Thomasville City 
[Quality Education** 

|Sparc Academy**, Warren 

[Phase Academy**, Woods Charter** 

[Greene 
[Right Step** 

|Lift Academy**, Orange Co. Charter**, Sankore School* 

[ciS Academy** 

[Grandfather Academy** 

|Lakeside School** 

[Kennedy Charter**, School in Community* 
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Notes: An expository or descriptive writing prompt was administered each year. The percent of students scoring 2.5 or bener is determined by using Che Accountability Standard formula, 
which is the sum of students scoring 2.5. 3.0. 3.5. and 4.0 divided by the total number tested, rounded to the nearest whole number. 

•Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 

•Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: + The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

♦ Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

** Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

♦•Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found tn the Appendix. 
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Notes: *The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: + The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

*Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

*Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

** Denotes a charier school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: ^ The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 



P P P CM P r- P tT 

2*n«2o s 2 , <>2 rs 



p^ropoooooTr 

O ~ !2 O' d *r» d d 



r- 

*ri 



— »n p r-* — »N 

m n oo vi ri O' 

cm — — — cm — 



•*> O' 
ci V» 



u 3 Trp 0 rM 0 0 — cm 

(Nd’T 0 6^ 0l '0'CC 
— rsjrM°rNj — ^ — — 



r» O' 'O v» v» 

W « d cm cm -*t 

vO oo to r* r- r- 



p p O 

- (?' M 

so r-~ e'- 



en rM OO O P Tj- oo 

r>^ (*i K 6 r 4 ^ 

oo ■o ■O oo r- oo oo 



CO 

CD 



c /3 

On £ 

On j- 

1 O 
00 o 
On Cfl 
On — 

- § 

a a 

CJ g 

E B 

c /3 o 

C /3 O 

S u 

C /3 __ 

a 

dx> a 
a r> 

« g 
= •-§ 

« *C 

g « 

Ea *p* 

s a 

c ~ 

~ s 

E o 

2 a, 

OX £ 

£ o 
£ c-> 
c/3 
ox * 
a in 

« ^ 
a> a> 

^ o 

O £ 

a a 

is 

o 'S 

w 2 

5 H 

u a/ 

O T3 

Z 3 

. 1/3 

U 



(Si 

z 



«C e 
W "So 

—) 4> 

>,05 
o 2 

"S ** 

•2 3 

O 5 



u 

U 

< 

H 

Z 

u 

U 

Q£ 

U 

a. 

V3 

H 

Z 

5 

fiu 

U 

OC 

o 

U 

C/J 

y 

H 

e/3 

3 

o 

X 

a 

u 

C/3 

U 

2 



ir> *0 



^ vO 



— rn 

vi 



« £ 



<u a 

— o 

a 2 

H « 



x a 

U rj *m rt 

a r n in 

| fe s & 

§ a § - 



OOOOOOOO — — # ooppo — cm — O 

dodo o o dodo ddooooooo 



TTnOrMpr^l-' — vr» O OcM^Opf^OpcM 

„_:rM — cm — — cMcicS ON- ddv^r^or^ 



©r'> 0 'Vir’>r-vOvi 

— — d — — — o n 



qm^p^op-v) 

o' ri - 6 - - r O - 



oo 

d 



p 

oo 

cm 



»n cm **\ oo m cm 

OO CM d d Tf iri 

— m — rn rM rM 



>nooOTr«nTrpOrM 
rM *ri — d oo d d O tj- 
— cMCMrnrMrMrMmrM 



O’^-Or'OoorMO^T — 
Trod — - i- od vi oo n 

— cm c% cm cm — — rM— * — 



-^doodddderi — 

X fNNNN---N 



TfTfOooOrMoOTj-poo 

dddcMdcM©dcMCM 
in tt rM tt tt tt */~i rM rr tt 



Or"**-* — m O — oooo 
ddoddcMc-idoooo 

r'cnr^r^irTTr^Tfr^ 



rM»n'0'OCT'r--'OOC'V3 — — '/"JpcM^pO' oO 

■r vi N N <) - <) m vi * N^NO^^INNN 



rMTrooo — r~-r~- — tt —.ppppoo^r^r^ 

vi rj • __ — <) vi O v> * r4 — — ^riri — fnn 



oor*-rMr^TToO'^ir~Ooo 
TT TT 00 OO T? — oo — c> 

r~r~-'0'Cr-'>CooM-ir~-'0 



w-» tt oo p rM p wn 

K d *n o' O' d d 

oo >o r*» O O >0 r- 



CM 

CM 



o 

oo 

CM 



oo 

m 



o 



oo 

o 



O 

o 



o 

r*"> 



kn 

O 

rn 

f^i 



sO 



to 

r- 

«o 



NO 





LU 



CQ 

< 



< 

> 

< 



>■ 

CL 

o 

o 



CO 

LU 

CQ 



O 

ERIC 



o 

DC 



o 

to 

*5 *a 
c. 

S P 

5 ^ 
* O 



O C * 

^ 3 £* 

!$ u E y 



c 5 *o *7 
i o o 



30 j> 



JJ — O O 

^ J3 2 2 



* 2 w -o 

t i s i ^ 

< S I S I 

Z oc o: « t/> 



51 



CO 

CJD 



Notes: * The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0. 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 
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••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: * The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

♦Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

♦♦Denotes a charier school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: + T!)e Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. 

* Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

** Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: t The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
♦•Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Noies: + The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
♦Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic 
♦•Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 



Table lie. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 

Percent of Students at or above 2.5, 

Grade 4, by Ethnicity and LEA, Southeast Region 

All Students American Indian Aslan Black Hispanic Multi-racial White 
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Notes: ^ The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 



Table Ilf. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 

Percent of Students at or above 2.5, 

Grade 4, by Ethnicity and LEA, Central Region 

All Students American Indian Asian Black Hispanic Multi-racial 
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Notes- t The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnu 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 



Table 12b. North Carolina Testing Program, Annual Writing Assessment, 1998-99 

Percent of Students at or above 2.5, 

Grade 7, by Ethnicity and LEA, Northwest Region 

All Students American Indian Aslan Black Hispanic Multi-racial White 
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Notes: ^The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: + The Accountability Standard foimula is the sum of students scoring 2.5, 3.0, 3.5, and 4.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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1998-99 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



Overview 



Findings 



ERIC 



North Carolina 

1998-99 English II Report of Student Performance 

Grade 10 



• The English II Assessment of Writing, an end-of-course test, is a 
component of the North Carolina Statewide Testing Program. It is a state- 
mandated assessment of student performance in writing at grade 10 that 
focuses on World Literature other than British or American. 

• The North Carolina Assessment of English II was administered statewide 
in Summer 1998, November 1998, March 1999, and April 1999. This is 
the eighth year the English II assessment has been given to all English II 
students. Student essays are scored on a six-point scale for content and a 
three-point, four-domain scale for conventions. A standard of 3.0 for 
English II (Level III or above) was adopted by the State Board of 
Education in September 1997. (Previous reports used a reference point of 
3.5.) 

• Student performance in English II increased this year when compared to 

. student performance in 1997-98. Although scores improved statewide, 

there was variation in student performance in English II among schools and 
school districts. 

• Statewide student performance in English II increased by 10.8 percentage 
points when compared to the previous year. In 1998-99 approximately 
56.8 percent of all students who took the test achieved a score of 3.0 (the 
standard) or greater. In 1997-98, 46.0 percent of the students who took the 
test achieved a score of 3.0 or greater. 

• Higher percentages of female students than male students received the top 
writing scores. 

• Generally, a greater percentage of White students (65.2%) received higher 
English II scores followed by the percentage of Asian students (59.1%), 
Multi-racial students (55.5%), Other Students (54.9%), Hispanic students 
(47.3%), American Indian students (41.1%), and Black students (38.8%). 

• While North Carolina schools continue to work diligently preparing 
students to meet more rigorous standards in the basic academic areas, in 
writing there are still disparities among students, classrooms, schools, and 
ethnic groups. 

• Our continuing challenge is to emphasize and focus more on 
communication skills in the classroom. Whether oral, visual, or written, 
effective communication skills are the result of active learning and frequent 
use of higher level thinkin g skills. The State Board of Education has 
reaffirmed its belief that writing is a basic skill that must continue to be 
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1998-99 Report of Student Performance in Writing 



What is the 
English II 
Essay 

Assessment? 



How is the 
English II 
Essay 

administered? 



How are scores 
reported? 



emphasized in every classroom by including the assessment of writing as a 
component of the ABCs Accountability Program. 

Providing students with a solid educational foundation in writing and 
communication skills ensures that they are better prepared to become 
successful and competitive in the global marketplace of the twenty-first 
century. 

Table 1 on page 77 depicts percentages of students in the state scoring at or 
above the current accountability reference point of 3.0. A disaggregation 
by ethnicity and gender is also provided. 

The North Carolina Test of English II, a component of the North Carolina 
Statewide Testing Program, is a state-mandated assessment of student 
performance in writing at grade 1 0. 



The writing assessment was added to the North Carolina Testing Program 
in 1991-92 to place a greater emphasis on writing statewide. The revised 
North Carolina Standard Course of Study (SCS) emphasizes writing as a 
basic skill that can be improved with appropriate emphasis. The 
measurement of writing ensures that ample time and resources are allotted 
for the development of the writing process in the classroom. 

The purposes of the English II test are to assess mastery of the writing 
curriculum, to assess the application of grammatical skills, and to assess 
achievement of literary analysis. All students enrolled in English II are 
required to respond to an expository, literature-based prompt for their 
writing task. 

On the day of testing, the teacher removes from a sealed envelope 
individual copies of a writing prompt. The writing prompt provides 
instructions that set forth the task. Each student has 100 minutes to write a 
composition in response to the prompt. Scheduled extended time may be 
allotted to students with special needs, or students with limited language 
proficiency, if appropriate. 

Each year students’ scored compositions, student and classroom scores, 
and scoring guides are returned to English II teachers several weeks after 
scoring. Teachers are encouraged to use the scoring guides along with the 
student essays to acquire a better understanding of the scoring criteria and 
to interpret scores for students and parents. Teachers receive a class roster 
with focused holistic scores as well as analytic scores for conventions for 
each student. 



• Each year summary scores are returned to all schools and school systems 
in the state. 
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How are the 

compositions 

scored? 



• Each student composition is scored by two independent readers. The 
composition is assigned a 0 - 6 or Non-Scorable score by each reader. For 
an essay where the two scores are discrepant by a single score point, a mid- 
point score is assigned to the student’s composition. For example, a 
student may receive 2.5, 3.5, 4.5, etc. as a score. 



There were English II 81,563 public school student papers which were scored by two readers and re- 
scored by the scoring director if the readers differed by more than one point on the six-point scale. 
The agreement rate of the readers is shown below in Table 2. 

Table 2 

English II Reader Agreement Status Across Administrations 

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required 

School Papers Percent Percent Percent 

81,563 73.7 25.9 0.4 

The 65 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. 



• The assigned score point reflects each student’s performance with respect 
to a set of criteria for each score point (focused holistic scoring). The 
score points define the student’s command of the mode of writing required. 
The quality of each composition, regardless of mode, is determined by 
considering the following characteristics: (1) main idea, (2) supportive 
details, (3) organization, and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score is 
assigned to each student’s paper based on these characteristics. 

• A second, independent evaluation assesses every student’s performance in 
each of the following four areas of conventions: sentence formation, 
usage, mechanics, and spelling. An analytic score is assigned and reported 
for each of the four areas. 

• Every year the same scoring criteria and score point scale or standards are 
used as were used in previous years. However, the scoring guides are 
tailored to fit a particular prompt and the anchor papers (i.e., papers used to 
exemplify score point standards) are selected to correspond to the prompt 
administered for a given year. 



O 

ERIC 



71 



103 



Results of the 
English II 
Essay Test 



1998-99 Report of Student Performance in Writing 

• For the March English II Assessment, students were asked to write a well- 
organized composition in response to the following prompt: 



Many works of literature are organized around the theme of cultural 
change. 

From the novels, short stories, full-length plays, poems, biographies, and 
autobiographies you have read, choose one work and explain how a 
character or a society reacts to cultural change, what the consequences are 
to the character or to the society, and the effect of the change on the overall 
work. The work you choose must be from world literature other than British 
literature (England, Ireland, Scotland, and Wales) and American (United 
States) literature. Give the title and, if you remember, the author of the 
work. 



• For the 1998-99 school year across all cycles, readers scored 81,563 public 
school essays for English II. The scores show that 56.8 percent of the 
students wrote well enough to score at or above 3.0. This represents an 
increase of 10.8 percentage points from the 46.0 percent who achieved this 
level in 1997-98. About 0.5 percent of the students received the highest 
scores of 5.5 and 6.0, which increased from last year, and 8.3 percent 
received the scores of 1.0 and 1.5 in comparison to 12.7 percent in 1997-98. 
Approximately 1.5 percent of the papers were blank, unreadable, or off- 
topic in comparison to 1.9 percent in 1997-98 (see Figure 1 and Figure 2, 
pages 78 and 79). 

• The convention score is an analytic score reported in four areas: sentence 
formation, usage, mechanics, and spelling. The scale within each area is a 3 
point scale with a score of 3 being a paper containing one or two errors in a 
particular area. In sentence formation, 43.3 percent scored a 3 while 12.5 
percent were rated a score of 1. In usage, 8.2 percent of students earned a 3 
while 45.0 percent received a 1. In mechanics, 25.0 percent had a score of 
3; 18.4 percent had a score of 1. Also, 21.1 percent received a score of 3 in 
spelling, and 27.8 obtained a score of 1 (see Figure 3, page 80). 



Performance 
of subgroups 



Gender 

• Approximately 63.3 percent of the female students scored at or above 3.0 
compared to 50.4 percent for male students. 



Ethnicity 

• About 65.2 percent of the White students scored at or above 3.0 compared to 
59.1 percent for Asian students, 55.5 percent for Multi-racial students, 54.9 
percent for Other students, 47.3 percent for Hispanic students, 41.1 percent 
for American Indian students, and 38.8 percent for Black students. 



Table 1 on page 77 shows the percentages of students at or above 
3.0 for each subgroup (see also Figure 4, page 82). 
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Assessment 

observations 



1998-99 Report of Student Performance in Writing 
Table 3 on page 81 shows the percentages of students at each 
score point, by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient. 

• Students still appear to have difficulty with some level of literary analysis. 
However, there were fewer pure plot summaries this year and therefore 
fewer non-scorables and essays that were scored a "1." The prompts are 
always multi-leveled and the score scale requires all parts be addressed for 
a score of "5" or "6." Other problem areas were the relevancy and 
selectivity of supporting details. When students failed to select details 
carefully or to make them relevant to the main idea, the details often 
became summary. Students must select relevant details from the text in 
order to avoid summary and to make the details serve as elaboration. This 
year, students' elaboration showed more progression than in the past and 
was, therefore, relevant to the main idea. 



1998-99 



North Carolina 
English II 

Writing Assessment 
State-Level Summary Statistics 



The following charts provide state-level summary statistics. The number tested in English II, the 
percentage of students scoring at each of the focused holistic score point values, and the 
percentage of students scoring at or above 3.0 is provided for all categories of students. In 
addition, the percentage of students achieving the score points in sentence formation, usage, 
mechanics, and spelling are graphically depicted. 



Table 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1996-97 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above the Standard of 3.0 



Group Percent of Students Percent At or Above 3.0 

Grade 10 





1996-97 


1997-98 


1998-99 


1996-97 


1997-98 


1998-99 


Number Tested 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


79,662 


81,260 


81,563 


All Students 


100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


49.7% 


46.0% 


56.8% 


Gender 














Females 


50.0% 


50.3% 


50.0% 


56.7% 


52.6% 


63.3% 


Males 


50.0% 


49.8% 


50.0% 


43.0% 


39.3% 


50.4% 


Ethnicity 














American Indian 


1.6% 


1.5% 


1.6% 


30.1% 


30.0% 


41.1% 


Asian 


1.4% 


1.6% 


1.7% 


57.3% 


51.9% 


59.1% 


Black 


28.1% 


27.7% 


27.6% 


33.1% 


29.1% 


38.8% 


Hispanic 


1.5% 


1.7% 


1.8% 


42.0% 


37.7% 


47.3% 


Multi-racial 


1.4% 


1.5% 


1.4% 


53.4% 


46.5% 


55.5% 


White 


64.9% 


64.8% 


64.9% 


57.4% 


53.7% 


65.2% 


Other 


1.1% 


1.2% 


1.0% 


53.9% 


43.5% 


54.9% 



Notes: 

- The Accountability Standard formula is the percent of students scoring at or above 3.0 (i.e., the sum of students 

scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5 and 6.0 divided by the total number tested). 

- Due to rounding, some categories may not sum to 100%. 
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Figure 1. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Percent Scoring at Each Focused Holistic Score Point 
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Figure 2. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1992-93 to 1998-99 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 3.0 




Figure 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1995-96 to 1998-99 
Analytics 

Percent Scoring at Each Score Point 
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Table 3. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
State Scores by Exceptionality and Limited English Proficient 
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Figure 4. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English n Assessment, 1997-98 to 1998-1999 
Percent of Students Scoring at or above the Standard of 3.0 

by Ethnicity 




1998-99 



North Carolina 
English II 

Writing Assessment 

Copies of the English II Sample Student Responses 



The following pages provide copies of sample student responses from English II. The score point 
for each response and an annotation explaining the score are provided on each composition. 





Expository 
Composition 
Focused Holistic 
Score Scale 



Score Point 6 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing and an expository writing strategy. It is focused and has a fluent, 
clear progression of ideas and evenness of development. The writer 
clearly develops all parts of the prompt and uses an appropriate and 
highly effective approach (i.e., tone, point of view, originality). An 
appropriate sense of audience exists. Sentence structure is varied and 
effective, and word choice demonstrates the ability to use a wide 
vocabulary skillfully. If a literary work is referred to, the work must be 
from world literature (other than American or British literature). There is 
a sense of overall completeness. 

Score Point 5 - The response exhibits a strong command of expository 
writing. The writer uses specific details and clearly links events and 
relationships. A few minor flaws in coherence may be present. The 
writer addresses all aspects of the prompt and uses effective vocabulary 
and sentence structure. If a literary work is referred to, the work must be 
from world literature (other than American or British literature). An 
appropriate sense of audience exists. There is a sense of overall 
completeness. 

Score Point 4 - The response exhibits a command of expository writing, 
is focused and establishes progression of ideas and events although 
minor lapses in focus and progression may be present. Papers scored 4 
have an organizational pattern, but minor flaws may exist or aspects of 
the prompt may be missing. If a literary work is referred to, the work 
must be from world literature (other than American or British literature). 

Score Point 3 - The response exhibits a reasonable command of 
expository writing. There is some progression of ideas and events and 
some elaboration and support. The elaboration may be flawed, but it has 
relevance to the requirements of the prompt. The papers are generally 
coherent. Although these papers are focused on the prompt, some may 
not address all aspects of the prompt. 

Score Point 2 - The response exhibits a weak command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen the prompt and 
responded to it, although the response may be unclear. Some responses 
may have little or no sense of connection between a controlling idea and 
supporting details relevant to development. Other responses may have a 
sense of focus but may lose it. The composition may be too sparse to be 
scored higher. 

Score Point 1 - The response exhibits a lack of command of expository 
writing. There is evidence that the writer has seen and attempted to 
respond to the prompt. However, the response may not sustain focus on 
the topic. There may be no sense of strategy or control, or they may be 
too sparse to be scored higher. 

Score Point 0 - The response addresses a literary work but is incorrect in 
its perception of the literary concept. 

Non-Scorable - The response is off-topic, unreadable, or blank. 
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Conventions 
Analytical Score 
Scale 



Sentence Formation 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of sentence formation. Contains 
several major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 



Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of sentence formation. 

Contains one or two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of sentence 

formation with only an occasional minor error. 



Usage 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of usage. Contains several major 
errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of usage. Contains one or two 
major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of verb usage, 
pronoun usage, and other usage with only an occasional minor error. 



Mechanics 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of mechanics. Contains several 
major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of mechanics. Contains one or 
two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of all aspects of mechanics with 
only an occasional minor error. 



Spelling 

Score Point 1: Exhibits weak control of spelling. Contains several 
major errors and/or frequent minor errors. 

Score Point 2: Exhibits marginal control of spelling. Contains one or 
two major errors and/or several minor errors. 

Score Point 3: Exhibits strong control of spelling with only an 

occasional error. 
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Write the final cooy of your comoosition here. 
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Score Point 1 

The writer has selected Things Fall Apart and attempts to respond to the prompt. However, the response 
exhibits skeletal control and has little connection to the topic of cultural change. 








Write the. final copy of. your, composition here 
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^MOi.HhiJ+Hwb/T a t-d K><fr\4her 1, W)\d<nzxjrrqi± t£SnOCD OPA'Cl. 


4hoHh} u hni IP hnrt before ;Ahaimhrr-k)ld huo i-hfryskr hq_ 


K 4hi>rC. p rnlf.u^inj^^rinn ul£U](i/ (>Jpv^^QL^t , Ti M-Kx 


l \ \L< UkM > L>\ • t-** “ 1 A I w WW f IJ -2 1 T L -i — 

Qjr^jie ' — 


: 3o 4hi> r-1 fZf M i/c. 4hj? UdbsSs nO/rui -to Ob jjjQrg nx£r±J?c±_ 


I9bem4ed4h c Q> ,, i»r b^rn ^.‘yvricnff^/bai'fhoogb — _ 


j,^ jri.yt5A -Aryi-f' ptij^r^jc44ccQ^l CL^2sy~^'i' l r \XCJZS, i ^CL^0 * <SQ _ — 


o f-kr Kj> bfrv-Lryi f? h 0 HfrV i dfri tolJrrk 0. bco^ Ci boof 9f- _ 


-ibr' s f= t r-i-ih i W ( ^o-dfctqg -fc> Vipfl^s — . 


iL'Di r* rW K~v^= tuen^ra uOQV UZ U^CtahSodtl i _ 


^ T 1 L ^ » VA 1 S ^pr/^ — -f. W°> 1 * 

Jtrd.. — 



Score Point 2 

The writer has selected Night , and the response has some sense of focus on Elie and his reaction to cultural 
change. However, the response is sparse and consists of a list of details with little connection to the controlling 
idea. 
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0 



Write the final copy of your composition here. 



~ ’ 'In C;bl rvV“ frcMb ^j_S 



<M-> , _ . Vkxr/ikCx? 



■Hit 



' Cskwixtlev auaA [£ i// /la^ - Visi^fv^uL — ^ 



Ua/j?vgJA 



s2t h i a jW£h!&JL iLk— tioiML &L 



So 



<^hMU ' ••'■ . 7 ^ ■ ullw 'Un && chcK ^j/. fhjvz^ (ttM..kaw+. 

* loll see houjJJdi kl*y£^JhjJQ£Lk 



So tin/ CVVlA Pj^t±^L SCC. nOW-IJSh- jZJZS&t-i ir^LT^ 

- iQ yjyrhtr^ kvi&f AVc^kJ hU)M_ 



of' cvltvvcJ) (Shalne.is. 



fff' fay'd (fkn/\ kboO LhL 



Mk 



(Jsh^o^J^L LS 1 



focsJjkA ^t// Un _kjcjfa vjjhcuu_ titles. • — 



CV&WaJL 



tk&J— hi— OsS. 



± 



folk 



cJaM 0j>0 



T 



£j ^JM\_ _jOl£h 






c i n 



t?L VMfJituS'j. 7 u*t Jo]dM_ dd^rJsii- * W tmdi ^__ 
. . (J •■ ~ r 7 " -/■ •' / ;.! /■ 



p fl/w; fA^/7 i/^/f- ^ titjnolL (Yovn hli slL&i Inh. VmshML 

j J< $ " 1 - - ^ nvJO/w/dLMj[- wi Jtz£ (sfad_/Aaj? h4^ 



rhtj /\ . i 'A/j i d. 



JJr 



7 /fe*> OT 'vtahsW — /Tiy tAsrzt kt _ 

Horn) Si cvdzLLn cu Auvwe. — Q^A 



/w.mJw of. i±± ls nM^jhl . — k=k uti Thu — ki&SM -L. 



71 T 



effeof 



OkosJ^/n _H^ l^diAL - kf n L mL — h \*hL 



IS wi 



VY'Mjh&y fv\Jcv j/ft (bSSSl h^ssdk — Od^M^JL CkkdL bL^ O. 

hmet It Tfoait fo kdirJ jjv 



7 M 



A\£ v/ 1 JLlst. v 



JjrvJzJjCL- 



cMm 



0 _n££ ^ f 01/ f/fo K hbzif thi. ^ fr'-z/A gV£ 

J 1 - rh) >W . hgvmkl^d. 



fj&re /wAJ njrd. owv^lshl ±^. — — v , 

-fc frjY zZcMMgJLf jsjkt#% Q/V\ P /YVArM /f jj^ UL ^ </M/hc*± 



rv 



r hfu'KcA'U k, Ik rA {JgA tfvv-h ft*- ■ctfi*.' ■ r»v04k i 
..hwyxg -tHi. ckvisfxty' . '&***» 



>.n* 



o 
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^/Hc l\Af r&AsnS, ImmJ&QTI fkc — 


9-L ikii. CdzA&t-E&JL cJdc^i^s. — 07a 'O&L 


4U/XJ coJA tttto /| to hy 1 lid, *>, became 


p vJsJ~hrM> AMsjJ CaeMifiu’ QjL — dl ’SdM?Rn)v& — h 


u-.l-u. & 


/)A Ma in/iA/ f c/jy~y/<7 l0Vd\/c/fc{~ /A • : 


TUo tfrrhrf hU rLnMX m uswcM. u*/l ft 


HreCh >Jlnm tJfiS Cr^ htl£k (2£ Ldk A ztkdiL ■ t/o* / — 


/W ■«,„ ,.,M ' ■'Halu hv* Ard- vje&yrL: Hazt , 


/ ~y U 

c<u± iJU, ' Thi^/£ WL £L atOarh I 


1 77 • yrhrtrJiJftAA '4b\£ ’’ "Vht&JL^ ' /fo('WGlA — J'fy&j/J- _ — £££ 


Mu.tos h bmU- -awnA He/ ihm. &£ w*br*£— 


(Ja. CA/V^A t hCCa/tj- h/k&M iktYUt< tkeJViAA r l^llhd-L — 


0~~^ l! 



Score Point 3 

The writer has selected Things Fall Apart and generally organizes the response around the prompt. The 
response is focused on the effect of change on Okonkwo and the village. There is some progression of ideas 
and some concrete supporting details. 



Write the final copy of your composition here. 



l 

The o( rtiUiAral Vn ihe novel All Quiet jn i he! 


W^s+ern fronl by Erch Mar 1*0. Remarque is In ; ■ 


h'Wrd uuar Vne main rharacfer rs -toKen pwau frcm Wis — 


heme and his farniln -h> ue corny* a v*£i ol WorM War 1, — E&uJ 


experiences war for ^' r S+ 4irn ^ • an^ he musV rn gdQ.CT ~fe -thg — 


hreuoW -in bu -this -hornWir^ even*. asHd-g£l 


J-bere cxr e many \ W /- 1 -d>»n ^ • 4 h cd- aemo-nsfraie • -1 he- changes 4 heed 


errur- \‘n Paul -4 'xp. >n .-the ruJfarafl charing h^. fn^S-h undjErry... ~^ L& . .. 


rcctHer <^<n , 1 -orfu see -lt-,.4- Rm« relies on cothracto h ip -fa bn'np 


W'rn -r^v'rtr/rtU. A V\0ee> -T7V//*(n C I «rXf ^ - A \ — Cfl ^ l^CCfTn 


A r . c? wi'+v\ -i-he- nrnseeKLgrkdi ih£ iA/of;.onh -Vhc amn'cap^S.i 


v \ 

as )A &U- -cm. 4h>-: ^^nfh. r,f c PCorg ffe', „ — 

In nnrtiM t-- scene n»v* flS£ hf? f.lW ^Wlg 

* 

lg avp i h <iT mmri sff& in c^nrrh of . ft< Q. ±£Q™ -ihSU 


-iD hrea^. iTv-h? <x goose hM t%e \<\‘M .G? fiOOS€ ^ fSCQPg '.VlVhc^i: 


heuvre,^ ('o-vrKu th^ fh/>„ build a tire .and rcch fh^ Qcose — — 


clowlvy for mrmu hours VtkMl g thly- CAjn Phouroi^Hv grijQY hh£- hras-V, Pgql \S Q£ 


nrr uskrrtxpA -fo hWj iVJf^a of wecVjhq h* * /H>r •• -ft> toe fgcU a* 1 ^ fn grdcr to handle; 


VVm's hordeh.D he retie- <-U to fnv«~u. (Omce Vw»e gailC. *UlL, jfiftu 


^ 4V1P mma (nrler of jhe feed fa nnotw crryif^mcri who ft uncUr ]cj 05^— 


ru-rrsf Pven a. smelt (nmd.„* Such at +hlk Qrug. fhcWS Hne. irnpartTtnoz. .. 


nf crrrnmdf^hv-o di^rWt nJ^L jfajS-fe ^ |rYVU ^ t fer SUr</,Wn ? ^ 4 _ 


.1 j 


Amonn -rhg oihjBeV feojo^shtol J .haa nrg a rgsu.lf oP yuar vs 


Aea>h. rtf rDurse J-he soldi'ers i S™£. ^ d-g^th qI 

-tWir tom males and fn'-^ai , buAjVj,;. 'rM,** ■ Alto c f^n • fa fiafa Wfc— 
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The lives Ahe Vote away *rnm the .^poo^rog ornrU*. »'S , — 1 


fac-ed w/i'-th & situQ-ffon a? this . vh/ten — mere ^ — ouj- q£ 


self defence *4nh<v o. mnn frern the enemu beam who — 


+0 be in o hole Wrth Viirn. 'AKhot.nh he has HUed -the 


ppponen-k monu al r retd u this por-h>.u,lar occurence erfechg — 


him outfe /H,Pferen-Hu . He must liS-Un H Hie PfllQ o£ lUS man gs 


* o 

(AecHh £a\te> stftUly ap<m h\‘m ^ & rc€^> -fo IcqV: <nfp gtjfs 4-.r_ 


of- thi'<m/an m/hotTi-g novv s^esoi a Karenin fe-gtAgy. thus gv<nj_ ca.u.t»g5 — _ 


Potuc- -Vd brea douvn em»fiimQllu . jji 'for'C-’^S h>m jp — be^CCTI'g. a more 


-r* . ~ 

t\0'rdefved 4 >GQ’d PvAvvncr ho live. vvitVi thg. Vgnrvble AC-Vn hg ctrrniTU f . 


TKe cuI4-ura-£ r.ha no ? tlncd crrwrs ir> tH\S ‘o(3v/g,fc — oreaVtu 


rnc*c-h no* cnlu Vnr oharanber ba* the ouencJU ^chVengSg oF-jtvL 


work \-rsel-F. Tln-g ebann^ help? -fb^ fegder ho — $-er 4hg — Q£uz — 


‘SeotjLPnrcs n-P war 'cobufp ry-^rjVi*y*c» n mood . d ncl — S p ~Hlf > £ — That — — 


QChon rom-e nlwg* 9hr regvd-gr. "The, newfound m e.ndSh\p £_2 


Someth . 

And -VV-K2. deo-tin of - cnanq HumanS. /o're/svvcuis wntch Rerno.rc? 


porhrctu's+hHS. events Vo «o.po<ec\r rga^fS-Hc. r _cl*P bde^^ff'enHavi 


o£- Hne rectol^r. ' . — . 



Score Point 4 

The writer has selected Remarque’s All Quiet on the Western Front and uses specific details to support the 
idea that “Paul relies on comradeship to bring him through these tough situations.” The response is focused and 
progresses logically. 





Write the final cody of your comoosition here. 

ManiA \Air,rts of- \ifrrrA-bAre art btAiU- avcumd -fbe-floenic o£ — 


cnlH^ol chcmM . in pav’f\CMterS jjioj l s-ftiis. 


/< -Hi/ninM A Doll's HrwSc . In -Hie Dlau, -Hie cfinradst 


-fftw/jlH hos d -ft' rs+Hi <W ety-z A an e e of^fckig 


W values /vi MHurr. and r facts' -fo ±bcsc rtaa MgoS 0=> mosi-cj 


-fW^. sqjA&Sa v^oiAdi wi~H^ disced &r_£L¥l£L sboc&_ 


Th£ Gu-Hnor ot iMcvlcaA t2Qjct^u4-^!- 2J?S¥<2ld. QS_jhc\ — 


bodini&rtt~ o t tr/i d iti q \ vtflu es ^?y)d §Q£i£i2A • thsrhouCj/iTS 


■H^iO t # uoc-rn^^.^^L/l/j SizZsd biowic Qnd ¥0+^^ rtc^Jdujdj^i^ 


rv ove c-g/i-h; n n )a na<yvi a font jM_g£ Hog r.u 'rtVra ( w |nc?.?cf 6f fk_ 


yrrAc 'Tnyvald iX g^tld hi£ w if e , Nora \'^e Q helpless cloud ; — 


u>> vv<35 ^ngc/6n£#(l/w£( pctyi&pyi £ s sjjeki 2£ AC 


{ '<?s 7 ui\sst( )J We set r^^rA driers a^d b cuv\ debars dn teei (n«d 


Wfaddnecl he^-H? ea* fnac/a/som, ^i/oviHc ^wpc fS_^ 


A/1 sfJdAis Isd-tol J riba's drclsieyito leave Hr/] qind_±hi§ — . — 


a ec isf ovivogs o£. ikL ddski^iJ^tmKS . 


and cubrurf . Ucon tAora'S decision. Torvold [£S i//<5.S-Ht<._ ) 


YfSd' of - -Ha nl^od&fcM-LkMS sHaofcsed QnH HhoualH-Hia-f,, 


<lv V#d m!£ /nad/Hr.-HiougvH- “Howvoill sh£ Care foslnetstft 


f > and ( !wh&t i/Q i H people sJzjjxLI hLQ££ 


ATiinWii of-H+^paShin votnidavtiow? vycng £X££jMd& 


bcdtP^tfdM^ on^d'rini^te'vds aiAd 5 he \Ajasbcccwtt& i 


irvke&ndfjiA+rrhtZ. vO & S yyjdd-^oC<^y^^lorV a\d qH iik£-] 


htiaioritw o 7s Sock&tM - 


d/DM^m}Art+iV*IJn , -Hk H6'aJ V./Hliurai - values n f-me-firvic. 


and-HA-C n^O li^hH Dnvohfcl^ vov^Mn Vjtvc being 5-eg.Hj 1 gfl _ 
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-to N/ora's rho wyc, o-f t/i ew a rd rea 1 station. 


tivr-toree. chi 1 Are* -to bu) Id bcr'ovon II f c and shcjoo 


Inm'r r\<cdc£ -tits' 'Pa-t'UarDY kuS^<od-\v(ul9\l\lacfric\-cCu 


This rutiural rkdmoU. rdostUat a ito i ad tfr^dOA 


Wo ufik i r_ov i ££ j i qU±jA If) j A £ - 


TVir'-tf/ufjM £ oe vcxtmcjo as, fvbdd a styiificM- 


jol&lA i — — — — 


JMoj^ J r-OY-™o&ACA awi-Odded Qv iglmiai Sb c<X.WA 


sunrise .This madc'^ w)uc)n stfo-A^oy atnd YacmorMc-hs 


4 . • - • 4 — - — : - — i 


.*• (i> i conclusion] ,-\Mc nAau A Dell'S jhiiiSdAScd 


\hj.\rg ( £tz2&H ^hsJQ. OciL VQ^C^i COMCiA — 


n m cssaa^c, ni-JM-r ri^r^aino ouHoO^^ K&'-*as\CKYj& — 


voarviaac : The rhorcLCdr^fo/yald^aS r<p'rcSaAiatiOY)c,\ 


n^-b'adi-b'^a} vn luce nod old wa«S of 


U;g lAwPr. Noy<a Or+cd or-h he D-aO chaYiavaa ideqs p£-Hrt 


rjjiAutrC, coerJf icalluJdanf wcmcvi arc Vndcp^dotAh, lm§_ 


clashing QC- idcal^'bro^ici-t tJora -fe> l<<& e. Tor/aldayid 


\o^aj\dccl a sfrona and-H tou^h-f- - p rovotf j rynq& do — 


^chc CIS <3 uOUol< , . — _ — : 



Score Point 5 

The writer has selected A Doll ’s House and focuses on Torvald as the embodiment of traditional society and 
on Nora as the representation of the change in culture. The author provides specific details to support the 
theme of society’s “changing outlook on women and marriage.” The writer uses specific details and there is a 
sense of overall completeness. 



Write the final copy of your composition here. 



o£ fAi'nirru rha^ac *- V — Ctf\h trq A Q'cuo&q. 


fwxrnr^rjpc grvH oVo^r o£- ft nov<j ^ Y ^ ^ — — — T£ a Cir , — 


«-«-<.w-i \ <rr A^noH»>p\vi +vtp de^re^y — og: — i^= — . Q>Hd>- iA0 u ^- o tA. f> .fi 




TV c*u Wt fuunrru bu ft\fln 9dto Mrtrimri ^i/nolo *= 






^(JcjCS fl^rt U**> Wflurm«v^i l«.-hA7«^ tpr*ffn*_ — WVU£J — Q/rtA-^P 


T^ rt (M¥y.bur/TK . Vv» ZVcgS a rro/JUU rmrvufd.\ r^gjnno ^ £& r »' 1 2=. 


v\jL&nU\j - nmtil£x-hei2 irritn rr^(\\ CH^ckJ - fiiN of* — TiflYT f W i — (Pf\iL — Pl£T-A 4..d iSs »- fai^^jL 


U\t i<v> j> AtJ4Kl.<? ;Ai*< atsa c&irrAr . M^cvXe^ ’/^lS — f^A-lT-O QJT^ri — bi£ On/iH SSI 


Ai.PjfldS AnOX-iVvOidl . Iinfrll— ify V^AorV^VvMM. . \<C . QC^Qj\^LIhV^71^ ^ | 


ax-e. buc crr-Kfl^SL f^r M/tOCS. ojt& vnVslVC^ , rWl d£&. ATS — *■' 


Vtd r^<tri\<AfyS <rr\A o<*r\ frgm A^rrt LSSvK-f.3, i*\X. <W0fi<- c € — — f — **£. 


moiOJLS. AKcnVtfm ‘ I SrCQJr fvl J : VUi rw c-n \' fljOA. &£- 


r*r rfiuaVT mitral ri«A*sAA r^<JS £o ^Um <fo***ft 


VftUWLS cvd mf ^rrux>V-£-S. < -Hi flngSCpr -g^revN mVU-g -ho i2li — ^ > ^T c *Tt s _ a — l/* - ) VoUAx^Q — tV> (1 — 


flLSWnur^d. +• \£»»r> -V^/ rjT^rOt-C.V^nvi VOIVH b£& j^rr^jQ Ytu-g_v Prg^U-n^jah — by — \^-- 


^•(wv^nt trr\ f Hg. KPQ \/» +T. -\r\Jt- d\SsMviV-g- CAAl^TLA^-e, c>£- iTr t '' v A/\Akl t?W (Aa , ^^lAL 


r^bc ui\n^ A oosvvjlV^. /vr>rt _<>.•*•« vcms. -H<- VfdjaeS-Jaii— 


a*rt nSefK uj< vTflrtd cVo^TA A* +yQ crKirM - Twl c^\ntr<^\ _c^^-^ny^ tS^dPl: — 


Cy\jL^ V A-0 rCrHNQ^yYrv^X M ifgpK *V<7VnV f"irr*r»\y Vrtm <x ^AWg^fKWt D^r^CV^ — 


W>CfiuUSC. i v vir\A.^n re^ bv Vv>4 /4\£x^f>r^v rUA-V^J^ — v> gL J fl.\\ y^^CiTO^A.gnrr..* 


An J«-*n(V\ H rrt^i TV r^^ro' <. ^r-HrrrNC ^ np t < oDr^d U OVVl Vv>. P XT __dD<X\(X? X~8\A S > — — 


Qvc/i^ffwi 1 ^ rca V/i mV fr^r ttf\<s Vn -tt*0 (xL > "Ka/ > ^X. _ _ . -PWjg 


Qwvd r^ -m p nov^i. TSnwP^ bvf 'ftvuV Abl^gf^ rnyu-Ai^S— T\fof_y>s?.i 
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,„ Wfh | MA1 Sane' XnxvirC tr/iU 4*^ H*- Tru.t_y huVI adP iOojyo his 


Ctfn nv hi 4 uOOVK. Afl-rx- Wii SJltLl i 


Xu tm+irwi r 'Jwc ^ hw*. nqnyeS, 


klAN'HVTB.'fri in ,it a. e ’ia rtllfry-lrg 1 a/rvd^ — 


Of- AWnljmV*. n../-r»r>^Psi \ uilWLrcujjg^ -frevn -fa^Uy , fo* — fg^/Lgr 


icnmAift. \«. C^rcri ■ +© jc -h> V\m3-e.\f. vnf^j 


u-/. Ctr n u ^ r-, Kjxj-n/xC 1 0<am5 Av«. oi\iW/V oC- U^g , -fv\4_ "Hlr/w C g£ 


-Ivu. cv%x>t — -uaoA~ \sv<. k fvTuroJmtrvcri^r -bo V\ck3~r^. . ojqc^ — 


gtrNC. -Hr- -m** -*>e S«**« oV V^t V& HCWtifitL 


rtilWaf rk/»/\rO o.uo-KJLilWM le&A* H 


rtlcn vrt CVTjiJa iX> UL.lrrvrAo'.S ^.^vajSgA oC- \tnr^. HHid — y\A s. 


n.wd J>cr<vnrrSx, 1. Xfr Kn^rrmi ■ rm -^o %q<t^ — 


fm^vHu W. a -KsusgdUd flub^y*- » «>«“«« fwh's rifCLnMf.Q-t- Vfc — *£ — o. fac<?K.„of_ 


^ 6U^LT7xfl rVv^rvxr. A-P-'fec^s l\ \f£< 3 ■» — ^ 


aUo>t)/*vpt* I \r\ yvt\>«p$jc Uui /yv\{1i*\/r cv>CS 5*^ ck.I\ 4-V Tfvnri 


M«yOJtA‘’ Uu**, T/i -Hn/>. Mtirure .^.e-^rv^in^ <. -H^o — C^rigTY V T and 


•Vvie . .CXU^vcroJt rAr.^r.a- -Ho/aa fvrc -»*><- r^Q-Ch* PH'S 



Score Point 6 

The writer has selected Cry, the Beloved Country and clearly focuses on how cultural change led to the tragic 
downfall of one character but eventually led to the hope of a society. The response has a clear progression of 
ideas and events. The writer uses specific, relevant details and elaborates on them. The sentence structure is 
varied and effective. 
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English II 
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Regional by LEA Performance 



Tables 4, 5, and 6 provide the number of students tested, percentage of students achieving each of 
the focused holistic score points, and the percentage of students scoring at or above 3.0 for each 
of the LEAs by region (former six Technical Assistance Centers configurations). Performance by 
ethnicity is also provided for each LEA. 
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Table 4. North Carolina Testing Program 



Annual Engiis 


II Assessment, 1998-99, Percent of Students Scoring at or above 3.0, by LEA 


State 


PCT 


1999 LEA Performance 




55 


Mount Airy City 




86 


Yancey 




79 


Woods Charter** 




77 


Elkin City 




76 


Chapel Hill-Carrboro City 




75 


Whiteville City 




74 


Davie 




73 


Transylvania 




71 


Ashe, New Hanover, Swain 




70 


Avery, Rockingham 




69 


Buncombe, Wake 




68 


Dare, Graham 




66 


Chatham, Hickory City, Lexington City 




65 


Jackson, Union 




64 


Alexander, Caldwell, Haywood, Moore, Pender, Shelby City 




63 


Burke, Cleveland, Davidson, Eden ton/Chowan, Polk 




62 


Brunswick, Columbus, Harnett, Henderson, Stanly, Surry, Watauga, Winston-Salem/Forsyth 




61 


Cabarrus, Gaston, Kings Mountain City, Lee, Macon 




60 


Roanoke Rapids City, Rutherford 




59 


Lenoir 




58 


Catawba, Cumberland, Onslow, Yadkin 


1999 State 


57 


Asheboro City, Craven, Duplin, Guilford, Kannapolis City, Mooresville City, Randolph, Richmond 




56 


Alamance-Burlington, Carteret, Charlotte/Mecklenburg, Mitchell, Newton Conover City, Wilkes 




55 


Edgecombe, Tyrrell 




54 


Cherokee, Clinton City, Johnston, Madison 




53 


Iredell-Statesville 




52 


Lincoln, Person, Wilson 




51 


Asheville City, McDowell, Sampson 


1 997 State 


50 


Pitt 


1996 State 


49 


Currituck, Nash-Rocky Mount 




48 


Bertie, Franklin 




47 


Durham, Granville, Rowan-Salisbury 


1998 State 


46 


Hertford, Martin 




45 


Elizabeth City/Pasquotank 




44 


Northampton, Vance 




43 


Beaufort, Wayne 




42 


Clay, Greene 




40 


Alleghany, Gates 


1 995 State 


39 


Camden, Halifax, Orange 




37 


Anson, Stokes 




36 


Montgomery 




35 


Thomasville City 




34 


Robeson 


1994 State 


33 


Bladen, Caswell, Hyde, Scotland 




32 


Perquimans 




30 


Warren 


1993 State 


27 


Pamlico 




25 


Hoke, Right Step** 




23 


Washington 




22 


Weldon City 




21 


Jones 




18 


New Century School** BEST COPY AVAILABLE 




17 


J.H. Baker Jr High** 




9 


School in Community** D 




7 


River Mill Charter** I 




0 


(Grandfather Academy**, Lakeside School**, Laurinburg**, Lift Academy**, School of Maritime Studies** J 





* 


jChange For Youth**, Kennedy Charter** ' I 



and 6.0 divided by the total number tested, rounded to the nearest whole number. 

•Data are not reported where number tested is fewer than five. 

i a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete charter school name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: * The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Notes: + The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. 

•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Noles: + The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. 

* Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 

Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Table 6a. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by Ethnicity and LEA 
Western Region 

All Students American Indian Asian Black Hispanic Multi-racial 
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Notes: *The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
**Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 



Table 6b. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by Ethnicity and LEA 
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Table 6d. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by Ethnicity and LEA 
Northeast Region 

Ail Students American Indian Asian Black Hispanic Multi-racial 
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Notes: *The Accountability Standard formula is the sum of students scoring 3.0, 3.5, 4.0, 4.5, 5.0, 5.5, and 6.0 divided by the total number tested. The numbers have been rounded to the nearest tenth. 
•Data not reported where Number Tested is fewer than five. The ethnic categories may not sum to All Students Number Tested because students may not have coded in an ethnic category. 
••Denotes a charter school. For reporting purposes the charter school name has been abbreviated. The complete name can be found in the Appendix. 
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Table 6f. North Carolina Testing Program 
Annual English II Assessment, 1998-99 
Percent of Students at or above 3.0, by Ethnicity and LEA 
Central Region 

All Students American Indian Asian Black Hispanic Multi-racial White 
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List of Charter Schools 



American Renaissance 
Arapahoe Charter 

Arts & Basics Charter School (ABCS) 

Brevard Academy 

Bridges 

Bright Horizons Academy 
Carter Community 

Carter G. Woodson School of Challenge 

Catawba Valley Academy 

Change For Youth 

Chatham Charter 

Children's Village Academy 

Communities in Schools Academy (CIS) 

Community Charter School 

Dillard Academy 

Downtown Middle School 

East Wake Academy 

East Winston Primary 

Englemann School of the Arts and Sciences 

Exploris 

Francine Delaney New School for Children 

Franklin Academy 

Grandfather Academy 

Harnett Co. Technical 

Harnett Early Childhood 

Healthy Start Academy 

Highland Kindergarten 

Imani Institute 

John H. Baker, Jr. High 

Kennedy Charter 

Kestrel Heights 

Lake Norman 

Lakeside School 

Laurinburg 

Lift Academy 

Lincoln Charter 

Magellan Charter 

Maureen Joy 

NC School of Maritime Studies 
New Century School 
Nguzo Saba Charter 
Orange County Charter 
PHASE Academy 
Quality Education Academy 



Right Step Academy 
River Mill Charter 
Rocky Mount Charter Public School 
Sallie B. Howard School 
Sankore School 
School in the Community 
School of Mathematics, Arts, Sciences, and 
Technology (MAST) 

SPARC Academy 
Sterling Montessori Academy 
Summit Charter 
The Learning Center 
Tiller School 
Turning Point 

United Children's Ability Nook (UCAN) 
Village Charter 
Wilkes Co. Alternative 
Woods Charter 
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